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1301 Substantially Allowable Case,

Special [R-30]
When an application is in condition for al-
lowance, except as to matters of form, the case
will be considered special and prompt action

taken to require correction of formal matters.
See § 710.02(b).

1302 Final Review and Preparation

for Issue
1302.01 General Review of Disclosure
[R—46]

When an application is apparently ready for
allowance, it should be reviewed by the ex-
aminer to make certain that the whole case
meets all formal requirements and particularly
that the brief summary of the invention and
the descriptive matter are confined to the in-
vention to which the allowed claims are di-
rected and that the langunage of the claims
finds clear support or antecedent basis in the
specification. Neglect to give due attention to
these matters may lead to confusion as to the
scope of the patent.

Frequently the invention as originally de-
scribed and claimed was of much greater scope
than that defined in the claims as allowed.
Some or much of the subject matter disclosed
may be entirely outside the bounds of the
claims accepted by the applicant. In such case
the examiner should require the applicant to
modify his brief summary of the invention
and restrict his descriptive matter so as to be
in harmony with the claims. However valu-
able for reference purposes the examiner may
consider the matter which is extraneous to the
claimed invention, patents should be confined
in their disclosures to the respective inventions
patented. (rule 71.) Of course enough back-
ground should be included to make the inven-
tion clearly understandable. See §§ 608.01(d)
and 608.01(e).

There should be clear support or antecedent
basis in the specification for the terminology
used in the claims. Usually the original claims
follow the nomenclature of the specification;
but sometimes in amending the claims or in
adding new claims, applicant employs terms
that do not appear in the specification. This
may result in uncertainty as to the interpreta-
tion to be given such terms. See § 601.01(0).

Where a copending application is referred to
in the specification. the examiner should ascer-
tain whether it has matured into a patent or
become abandoned and that fact or the patent
number added to the specification.
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